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Mg. Bather Kartiganer 

CBS Mews ' " 

524 W. 57 St., ' 

Sew York, S.I. t0019 '' ' 

Dear Esther, ' s • '§ 

1 , 

Tnanks for the good wishes in your letter of the 9th and the transcripts. 1/ 
presume the attached note saying the transcripts as press copies may not be word, for 
word as aired does not include direct quotes. 

It is, I think, better that you avoid my acceptance of your (earlier request in 
a different context, that we discuss my reasons for declininguto appear on the show. 

The refusal was based on anything but selfishness when I had a new book and other books 
to sell. However, if you have not kept up with developments, there is none of the courts 
before which the question has been that has not supported my spontaneous position. 

If you were given less than I was by BJ this is only because you didn’t know 
what to ask for (a matter on which I have before meeting you agreed to help CBS) and - 
I saw to it that despite our disagreement you got copies of all I was given. I will 
be getting more and in time I will make it all available. 

I must have been wrong in my recollection of what you said about the autopsy 
pictures. You could, have gotten them by other means if you’d asked me. Others do have 
them, which is the point I want to be able to prove in court. The only other interest 
I have in the autopsy pictures is as evidence. This gets directly to one of the com- 
promises in the show that in my old-fashioned view of the responsibility of the presss 
get to integrity. I am not being personal, not making accusations against you. But the 
fact remain;- that while this was the least dishonest of the series it fell far short 
of what CBS could have done and had it adhered strictly to journalistic principles 
would have done* Perhaps having to live with compromises that I regard as on principle 
makes my position on these matters more difficult to comprehend. I have been only too 
familiar with policy decisions in the print and radio press and book and magazine pub- 
lishing. Less with but some with T¥ as it relates to ay early work and subsequent 
attitudes toward it and me. 

Corruption has become the national way and had achieved, national acceptance. I 
could argue that from April 18,1969, when it filmed Stephens *%as been guilty of mis- 
prison of a felony from the time it learned that Stephens swore the opposite of what 
this interview says. While I would not for a moment deny CBS * a right to its own work 
product (was it ever aired earlier and if not would you consider this diligent, honest 
journalism?) with Stephens or with anything else and would not for a moment suggest that 
whst'tjSS receives in confidence it should let anyone have, I see no parallel with the 
non-secret, whether or not out-takes, ^eing a reporter does not relieve the responsibilities 
of citizenship. When crimes are committed and there is no question of confidentiality I 
am again old-fashioned and believe we all have responsibilities. It is much easier to 
believe that the real reason in this case, as distinguished from The Selling of the 
Pentagon, is to avoid embarrassment to CBS over what it had and did not air. An ex- 
ample is what you had one way or another and did not air that my suit shook loose and 
you filmed me saying and reading and showing, the utter destruction of the case as 
alleged against Say. The least significant about the absence of traces on ths muzzle 
is what Esther read, mid then there was a phoney reenactment to support the state's 
criminality in its allegations. No honest (Reconstruction was possible without putting 
the muzzle where the mark was and that CBS did not do or report. 




soeiety^I^D^f ™ f ov ^.^ d the F^iples, is an interest ins a dsbent 

society. I kno'., of no conflict of principle in full and honest reporting of aalor 

events, particularly the most costly crime in our history ano the ending of a career 
^ k ® thB possiblUtiea for ^ oiri S tided he held for ail of us. Hy clear and 

«^ te f+ beiief 1S - that ‘w ofricial idling fro a the beaming amounts to subversion 
„ n , l tt@ f ^criminal/ Us^sber^BrimdSs on government! as "the potent and omhipres- 

without° ^ Where ffiy ffi0u ^ h i3 x 3210 11 ve dGn « this work free, without4ubsidy and 
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do it. In these cases 1 know mat CBS suppressed if I do not know what it got on its 

°® ff a 41(1 not U3e * More deliberate dishonesty than in the firs* show does not eose 
ne^lef ^titutes deliberate fraud, too. Thus 2 aaWe that one outiake 
dhb will never let anjrone see is the Weston interview. Adding to this was the dishanestv 
of the questioning. 'These gre outside your area but not mine. 4 

there are questions of reciprocity. You people are so used to wielding limitless 
power and with ^ compromising that you have to forget what in other field is not uncommon. 

JjJj f °T Q2a “' ple 821 the tfcHe y° u took from Jia and me, from Jim this amounts, in ad- 
dition to other things, taking time he should have spent on cases he is handling for he 
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r - , , f ^ er ® “® ° ther dishonesties and the show went to some extreme to null them off. 

Like instead of going after far Carlisle for what he did, and it is some of the dirtiest 
it used him to air the Frasier affidavit and at no point even suggested how this iSfau’ 
the other such e idenee come to light. 

. . . ^interview© are CBS’ but the work is not. If I were a .man of means I'd be 

tnXS . iil court * 1 r ~® ard the allo « as a ripoff of Frame-Up with dishonesties only 
added in a phoney pretense of "balance." And we had aa agreement that without a normal 
literary arrangeeent UBS would not use my work or my knowledge for leads. This is an 
absolutely normal arrangement in all aspects. While I do not claim ownership of the 
events thew is no reasonable doubt to my copyrighted right to the way I put it .all 
together. wBo even used my evidence on the ballistics in stills from the press con- 
ference pretending it to be CBS’ own work. In this case CBS pretended all the work, 
including the investigation, was its own. It actually claimed credit for duplicating 
my work by calling my work its work. _ Taa<J 

And then was vindictive about me. 

P 1 ® sbos sor ® thaa justifies my objection to an interview with Hay. However. . ’ 
although I would have and probably did recommend against it (l don’t recall) the first .■ • 
decision was nia and he wrote me about it before he could have received a letter from I' 
Or Jia, The effort to go behind Ray’s lawyer’s backs to accomplish a selfish pur- 
pose's in ay view noethor proper nor moral nor ethical. I have not opposed all in- 
terviews, was for some and he is regularly rejecting offers of money he needs for in- 
« fji®* 8 * fe ticke ^ 0lf f l0Q S list 0± ‘ which I had no prior knowledge just this past 
* riday when I saw him. They range from Hustler to countless foreign publications! 

, _ 1 ****** there is nothing personal in this 1 think you could understand 

how X feel by trying to switch positions, here ia this EamSgth, wealthy corporation 
that regularly Joes out and pays people for no more than tips, including crooks and 
conmen, and when it could have saved much corporate money and wound up with a better 
show, certainly more honest ones, declines a normality of its business, the parches© 

° literary rights, and merely uses its power and arrogance of power to steal them. 

I regret very such that CBS has no interest in common justice and is unwilling 

What it A° e t S | GOt t0 ksep secret in eourt. I have my own 
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